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This work deals with some issues related to the constitution of asphaliology (asfa-
lia-security; logia-science), ie science for security. Namely, if the science that deals 
with the study of society is called sociology, politics, political science, for economic 
phenomena- economy, for war – polemology, of defense- defendology, then how 
is called the science that studies the security features, processes and relations? 
Can it be named securitology, security science, security studies, asphaliology or 
something else?
The work actualizes debate about distinguishing security as a business, as an area 
of  scientific interest and naming the science that deals with scientific methods and 
researching  scientific laws and principles in the area of  security. For these two 
things are usually used the terms security and security science or sciences in plural.
Key words: security, security sciences, asphaliology, security studies, philosophy 
of security, methodology of asphaliology.
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One of the issues that attracts interest in the scientific and social public is 
the defining of the term “security science.” It is related to the term “secu-
rity.” Determining this term, in various language systems different terms are 
used. One of the fundamental problems is the naming of the science that 
deals with researching security (Spaseski; 2005, p.38). In fact, security is 
a phenomenon that is a subject of philosophical and scientific researching, 
but it is also a subject of interest and to other forms of knowledge, such as 
religious, common sense and artistic. But it is also a condition, an activity 
and determined social structure which in one way or another is fulfilling 
man’s life or has function for solving human needs. It requestes response to 
the questions what is nature of destruction, and about differences and con-
ditions for creating environment and ambience in which human life will be 
created and enhanced. It deals and with values : a) whether, how, of whom 
and why are jeopardized; b) how to improve, advance or to eliminate their 
jeopardizing, as well as from whom, what kind of measures should be used 
and against whom they should be undertaken (Ibidem.. p. 38)?
In continuation, would be actualized the debate over the difference be-
tween the activity of safety and the science that deals with it, that is, 
the scientific rethinking and discovering of scientific laws and principles in 
the societal area -  security. For these two things commonly are used the 
terms safety and science of security, or in plural sciences. But there is not a 
clear distinction between them. Frequently, when talking about the security 
science the debate is being conducted for safety and its structure. In that 
sense, the term security today is used with various meaning.
Security arises from the needs of the individual. It represents the interest 
personal and collective goods to be preserved, but and to be warned of the 
possible disruption of the adopted values of society. According to the con-
temporary beliefs, security may be individual, national or global, economic, 
environmental. In academic circles there is disagreement in legitimating the 
science of security. While some experts believe that it is totally independent 
discipline, with defined subject, objectives and methods of studying, the 
other assign it in the border areas of the various social sciences, because 
according to the demands it represents “a sea without a shore” (Студије 
безбедности  - online). Thus, it can be read that political sciences, law, so-
ciology, criminology and military skills have the security as a base and they 
consider it for their derivative. When talking about security on a national 
or global plan, it should be known that it gained its contemporary concept 
and the basic outline after the falling of the Berlin Wall and after the Cold 
War. The terrorist attacks of September 11th  2001 mean new era in the 
studies and practices of security. Globalization and the processes that led 
to changes in the structure of the world power and might conditioned the 
appearances that are jeopardizing security to be considered as challenges, 
risks and threats. Ranking of those terms and appearances depends on 
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the degree of their influence on threatening of security, and therefore they 
represent a latent or potential factors for jeopardizing directly. 
ThE TERM SEcURITy AND SEcURITy ScIENcE ( ASPhALIALOGy )
Previously, we have tried to precisely define the terminology and the con-
tent of the terms security science and security (Mojanoski , 2010). Different 
terms are used for this term in different language systems1*. This was done 
with intention to make a clear distinction between these two terms. There-
fore, it is suggested that the naming of the security science should be done 
with a term that will be widely accepted and applied in a unique way not only 
in domestic but also in the literature in various languages. So, is suggested 
the coinage consisted of two ancient Greek words (аsfalia, ασφάλεια = an-
cient Greek – security; logia, λογια – science) and the name given to the 
security science is the term asphalialogy – science of security ) (Ristić, 
1995; р. 17-18;).
Trying to actualize this issue a distinction is made between the activity se-
curity (as specific human, organised and with precisely determined goals) 
and the science which deals with it i.e. academic rethinking and revealing 
the academic laws and regulations in the societal field – security. This is 
even more specified because today in different disscusions and studies 
it is spoken about “security sector”, “ the security field“ , “security sphere” 
and the like which leaves space for debates regarding the content and the 
academic specifcation. This debate is necessary to clear up the dilemmas 
regarding the use of the term security as field for investigating and the 
science i.e. the sciences which focus on revealing the regulations in that 
field. The task of the science is to provide answers about meaning and 
usage of the terms security and security science or in plural sciences. Is 
there a clear distinction made between them? The debates basically indi-
cate  that when we talk about security science the debate is actually about 
security and its structure.
But, in several words we can actualize the issue: what is science (Ibidem... 
p.17)? And more specifically we will ask the question – what is asphalial-
ogy? Can we today give a clear, complete and decisive and for most of the 
researchers acceptable answer (Ibidem...p.18)? Certainly not. And there 
are more reasons for this.
Science is international and social activity. As any other human activity it 
is directed towards some objective. The intention is not to manifest some 
function but its context is social human existence, and its teleology is the 
social teleology, it serves to the socially acknowleged goals. So, the is-
sue here is cognitive activity of gaining knowledge which is in function of 
the social needs and goals. We can conclude that science is the form of 
1 * English- secutity, Slovenian - varnost, French - sécurité, German – sicherheit,  Spanish – se-
guridad, Russian – безопасность, Turkish – güvenlik, Ukrainian – бezpeka, Swedish – säkerhet, 
Bulgarian – сигурност , Albanian – siguri, sigurim, Serbian – безбедност, Croatian – sigurnost,
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the human cognitive activity which is completely specified and directed and 
historically developed. Such specification comes from its nature which can 
not be understoood and developed outside its goals within specific social, 
cultural and historical context. Every science or discipline has its specific 
domain and subject. With the term “domain” or “domains” as it is pointed 
out by Ilo Trajkovski it is most frequently described a field, scope, area or 
region of somebody’s functioning, or the existence of a norm, and in politi-
cal sense a teritory or “land” under authority or under juridstiction of a state 
is defined. Analogically, “the domain of science” is defined. The domain of 
academic disciplines is defined with these two elements: a) with the level 
of monopolization of the right to act academically i.e. to do research in 
the relevant field and b) with the level of validation or recognition of 
the perceptions in the relevant science in the interpretation and the 
explanation of the states in the suitable domain (Trajkovski, 2000, р. 119) ”. 
Therefore, is being asked the question what is the domain of asphalialogy? 
Is this field monopolized by another science? And many other questions. 
The answers to these questions are numerous. In this case we are inter-
ested in the areas which are subject of interest of asphalialogy. 
STUDy AND RESEARch OF ThE SEcURITy
Security is phenomenon which is studied by philosophy and science, but 
it is also a subject of interest of the other forms of knowledge such as the 
religious, reasonable and artistic. Security is a subject of interest and of 
the religious interpretations and knowledge. Religion through principles 
and by applying them promotes relations among the people interwoven 
with the demands for peace and wealthfare in the country and among the 
people. Via the principle believing the religion is striving to create positive 
spirit among the people or tame their unrest spirit. Such is the case with 
the Ten Commandments. They are in function of the security of the believ-
ers and in function of the security of man as an individual (Spaseski, 2005 
р.22). 
But it is also a state, work and certain social creations which in one way 
or another complete the human life or are in function of solving human 
needs.
Asphalialogy, the science, as any other science is consisted of determined 
number of constitutive elements. According to this, as a science it should 
possess four essential constitutive elements: a) to have clearly defined 
subject of interest; b) to develop its own methodology, i.e. sufficient devel-
oped approaches, methods, procedures (techniques) and instruments for 
studying its subject; c) to possess sufficient information about its subject, 
arranged in the academic system which they belong to; d) developed lan-
guage (cathegorical and other terms, syntagmas, terms, symbols etc.) by 
which use it can present the information about the subjects which are in its 
scope of interest (Bangur, Potkonjak, 1999, p.32). In the previous analysis 
were offered some of the possible answers. 
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Security is a subject of asphalialogy and other numerous sciences. So, 
there are numerous sciences and scientific disciplines which deal with vari-
ous approaches and study the security especially the issues related to: a) 
values; b) jeopardizing of values; c) methods and means which detect the 
possible threats; d) measures, methods and means used to stop or fight 
threats e) right to security; f) security policy; g) personality - delinquent; h) 
security organizations and institutions; i) security relations. What is also 
included here is the science which deals with security in general known as 
general science of the security or asphalialogy. 
AREAS whIch ARE INTEREST OF STUDy OF ASPhALIALOGy
In the academic literature dedicated to asphalialogy there are debates 
about the nature of the interdisciplinary, disciplinary and even the transdis-
ciplinary research. Disciplinary research of the security includes the efforts 
of separate sciences by means of research to generate new knowledge 
about security. Interdisciplinary research includes the research efforts of 
the disciplines within the social and humanitarian sciences intending to gen-
erate new knowledge for the phenomena of stability, peace and security. 
Transdisciplinary research includes the efforts of the social and humanitar-
ian sciences and the human engineering to generate new knowledge about 
security and asphalialogy. What is essential is the stand of most of the 
disciplines and the stand of more areas with which the phenomena of secu-
rity are studied. Such intercross findings are regarded as transdisciplinary 
researchings. Sometimes, they are marked as multidisciplinary of the se-
curity phenomena. The number of these disciplines which can contribute to 
generate knowledge about security is not small, starting with the science of 
politics, criminology, criminalistics, psychopatology, ecology, biochemistry, 
genetics, geography, history, economy, linguistics, mathematics, statistics, 
neurology, pharmacology, psychiatry, physiology, sociology, penology, law, 
medicine even the defense, military and information sciences.   
The list of academic areas which can be subject of transdisciplinary research 
is not final. However, it can be said that the concept of the transdisciplinary 
research is more an idea rather than achievement in the area of security.
However, regardless of the way in which the problems with the disciplinary, 
interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary are understood it is legitimate right 
of the asphalialogy to review the problems and to place them in a certain 
methodological and theoretical context.
Asphalialogy and its methodolgy of research needs to be defined on the 
basis of these problems and dilemmas, to explain, get to know and point 
to the advantages and disadvantages of the first, second or third approach 
since the selected approach  for the research plans will depend upon this 
understanding. Even more, by understanding the selected approaches can 
be determined the position of the securty sciences in the system of sci-
ences which study the man as a natural and social entity. On the basis of all 
things mentioned  it can be conluded that the methodology of asphalialogy 
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has crucial role in the shaping of the academic structure and the academic 
system of the corpus of security sciences. The methodology of asphalialogy 
does not accomplish its role in isolation but with dynamic and creative co-
operation with the other sciences.
When trying to understand the stands of the interdisciplinary research in 
the academic literature we can not use only one approach. This variety can 
globally be divided into two groups. The first group is consisted of schools 
and opinions which believe that security is just an area for research of the 
other “fundamental” “parental” sciences, field for applying the method, tech-
niques and procedures for the other sciences. The knowledge generated 
with their research belongs to the corpus of knowledge of these sciences. 
The followers of these schools of opinion are not many. They are most fre-
quently present in the Anglo-Saxon countries where the separate social and 
humanitarian sciences (e.g. the science of politics, law, psychology, sociol-
ogy etc.) take the lead in the  research of security. 
Although the scientists in these sciences accept certain competence by the 
criminologists, criminalsists, penalists and other professions in the area of 
security this is only in the dimensions of impractice or eventually in certain 
types of applied research so that the liveliness of the research results which 
were discovered in their fundamental research could be checked. The se-
curity sciences have got perscriptive and melioristic character whose goal 
is repairing the security practice on the basis of the research results which 
were created within the so called “fundamental” sciences.
On the other hand, there is a movement for the interests of the natural 
sciences towards the social ones in order to establish relations for mutual 
understanding in interest of the interdisciplinary co-operation. Unfortunate-
ly, a movement in the opposite direction from the social and humanitarian 
sciences is hardly noticed. Security and the information about it, more pre-
cisely, the difusion of knowledge among the scientists in the natural and 
social sciences can play a crucial role.
DIScIPLINARy RESEARch OF ThE ASPhALIALOGy
We noted that the disciplinary research of security includes the efforts of 
separate disciplines of asphalialogy to generate new knowledge about se-
curity by using researching. But this concept covers many questions and 
problems which seek for answers or at least hint such answers, for exam-
ple, what is science, and what is discipline, can we talk about the security 
sciences, what is the essence of the integrated conception of asphalialogy, 
what is the advantage of the holistic approach of the security sciences, can 
their area, territory be underlined, what are the relations of the security sci-
ences with the other sciences which are so-called “fundamental” or “paren-
tal” sciences, is there possibility for a way and what kind of way should be 
used for the new syntesis etc.
There were debates in the academic literature and they were especially 
intensive in the 60s and in the 70s in the twentieth century about defining 
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asphalialogy as a science or discipline of part of the social sciences. Pre-
viously, we emphasized that there is not a small number of authors but a 
whole school of opinions which disputes the academic identity of asphalial-
ogy. But what emerged out of these debates was the problem in the rela-
tion science-discipline, and this is tightly connected wth epistemology and 
methodology of security research.
The debate on this issue has confusing conclusions. Therefore it is useful 
test this relationship to light up. The word “discipline” comes from the word 
“discipline” which means interaction, education, learning, and in the end 
“discere”, to learn. Romans used the word discipline as a generic term for 
interaction, also as term that refers to any branch of knowledge such as 
history or philosophy. In Roman period the word has acquired connotations 
“following the rigid rules.” A second type of meaning (more positive and more 
liberal) have their roots in a term “sientia” from which is derived the term 
“science”. During the development of civilization the meaning of the term sci-
ence have changed and quite long was associated with that meanings which 
are related to natural phenomena. Romans used the term “scientia” and 
when philosophy was questioned and when history was in question. More 
recently, the term science is often used only when the natural sciences are in 
question, and the term discipline for both, the social sciences and the philos-
ophy.  This division is common in countries of English-language area. This 
division came to the fore in the corpus of knowledge of research methodol-
ogy of security, i.e the separation of “scientific methods” and “humanistic 
methods”. From that kind of division arises that latter do not belong to the 
corpus of scientific methods (Savićević: 1996,р. 23-32). Such division does 
not arise in the sources of German, Russian and other Slavic languages. 
European tradition and European experience place the asphaliology or sci-
ences of security (in plural) in frame of the family of the social sciences. Criti-
cisms for its conception are present, even and on the own term and research 
object, but rarely you can find argued evidence for disputing. The develop-
ment of the concept of science - the science of security, can recognize two 
schools, two ways of thinking. The first one would be marked as integral di-
rection, and the secound as a pluralistic direction relative of research theory 
and the same subject of research. Among these directions exist important 
epistemological, and from them arrise and methodological differences in stu-
ding of security and the asphaliology as science of security.
In history each science can be applied in several phases. Development 
of the sciences in the XX century led to division, branching of numerous 
sciences. This led to specialization of sciences, scientific disciplines and 
their scientific researches. But at the end of XX century the direction of 
movement is going in opposite direction - from specialization to integra-
tion. If the science is more mature and well-founded , than its movements 
will be more emphasized(Lerner, 1975, p. 13-14). In early stage of the de-
velopment of science the researches can be more specific and targeted to 
certain special questions leaving the others questions away. In later phas-
es aspire to oneness and require direction to overcome the barriers that 
the previous development, for some sciences, has provided and enabled. 
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The examples of interdisciplinary colaboration in the natural sciences are 
numerous. Here we are going to mention physics and chemistry, chemis-
try and biology. That kind of examples of interdisciplinary cooperation be-
tween natural and social sciences, as an example we will mention biology 
and sociology, forensics etc, and the cooperation of the humanistic and 
social sciences, such as antropology and social patology or cooperation 
of the humanitarian sciences with asphaliology and other sciences that 
deal with studing of security. 
Modern science is characterized by the strengthening of the team work. 
Researches and scientific results has show, that where teamwork is being 
practiced of scientists from different disciplines, although they show and 
live in a different world, cultivate different methodological and theoretical 
approaches, that in researches of security phenomena their point of view 
belongs mainly from their narrow specialization. But, in any case these are 
new results which are enriching human life. Given that joint research efforts 
produce results and enrich teamworking, it is considered necessary for ac-
celeration and cooperation of sciences with a different area. The develop-
ment of communication sciences, and especially the computers, show that 
is necessary to continue strenghtening of the link between the sciences and 
scientific fields.   
Researches in asphaliology show that it just started developing as a sci-
ence. We could say that almost there are not more expressive and more 
integrated efforts. Segmentations are more visible. There is no creative 
cooperation between the teams from sociology and psychology, between 
philosophy, sociology and asphaliology. Especially lacks that kind of coop-
eration between social sciences and asphaliology. Researches usually held 
within the scientific and scientific-research institutions, each separate, but 
also within its scope to keep certain issues. Research results not always are 
fully and clearly presented. Therefore it is necessary that kind of coopera-
tion, especially in interdisciplinary security research. For that it is necessary 
to differentiate some forms of cooperation and establishment of research 
consortiums, as well as experiences of the natural sciences, will conduct 
thorough investigations and will come to checked and correct results. In that 
direction must be given clear answer to the question of sharing ownership 
to the generated research results.
Linking sciences from more areas is more frequently. In the spirit of Euro-
pean integrations are attempts of regionalization and regional networking 
of scientific-research institutions, through building research networks and 
holding of research approaches in the research of security. Then will be 
limited or decreased results differences that belong such discipline. In this 
framework will be affirmed and the conception for existence and unique-
ness of sciences about security. But, here we will mention and views under 
which the knowledge generated is distributed according to the disciplines 
that participate in interdisciplinary research, then accepting asphaliology 
and sciences in the field of security would be difficult to be scientifically con-
stituted or to be accepted as sciences and scientific disciplines.
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Considering interdisciplinary as a modern epistemological approach that 
comes to light more and it moves from natural to social sciences, acknowl-
edging the necessity to open all sciences and the need to reduce the barri-
ers between them, should be noted that interdisciplinary approach contains 
series of problems of methodological and epistemological nature. Vojin 
Milic points out that research method do not have independent purpose, 
but is a tool which helps science to achieve certain independent assign-
ment. Each methodological conception depends on the general influence 
of science. Milic claims that it is not possible templates of methodological 
procedures to be transmitted from one science to another if not taking in 
the particularities of its subject (Milić: 1976, p. 182). But on that kind of in-
terdisciplinary conception refer complaints, and even and counteractions. 
Therefore necessary first step that needs to be done is to make distinction 
between asphaliology and other disciplines of social and human sciences, 
to determine their field,  research theory. 
There are views which consider that the orientation of asking for help from 
other disciplines is wrong, while not creating own scientific structure, and 
not understanding the function and problems of security. Therefore, when 
you create a theoretical structure of a discipline, then the conditions to turn 
to other sciences and disciplines are completed. Scientific thought is criti-
cal concerning the lending knowledge from other sciences. Observed from 
the standpoint of the security research, it is considered that supporters or 
advocates of lending knowledge is result of several assumptions. 
Namely, according to this group of views the concepts of other disciplines 
can not be applied in security without specifying of the situations variables. 
This is because the direct appropriation of terms is wrong because the dis-
ciplines from which are terms lended develop their own terms, and do not 
pay attention to security.
It is unable to fully accept and withstand the critics that claim that the terms 
may exist for themselves regardless of the theoretical frames in which they 
are developed, or that they can lend even their theoretical-methodological 
approach is different. Therefore, it is important to point out that when a term 
is lent, then is also lend and the theoretical-methodological base in which 
the term is defined. 
In that direction are and the views that the concepts can be combined. 
Namely, in the science and practice experts in security, especially during 
solving complex terms lend concepts from different  sources, combine 
them, and due to the lack of theoretical sources comes to combining wrong 
assumptions. Therefore it happens the effects of the taken actions to give 
results that are not expected and desired. 
At last, the attitudes and resistance that occur in other disciplines when 
trying to define security as a scientific filed. Should keep in mind that un-
critical lending of knowledge from other scientific areas means indulging 
in the area of  other sciences to define. Therefore, we should point out that 
knowledge should not be lent, but the efforts to be streamlined to define a 
theoretical range of  security, and its science asphaliology, which assumes 
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knowledge of the nature, functions, the methodology of scientific research, 
especially research of the security phenomena. 
conclusion
We should underline that without theoretical base, without clear specifica-
tion of the subject and the research area, and within this framework the 
relations between the disciplines and the conception of the interdisciplin-
arity of asphalialogy will remain dim. What refers to the area of security, 
ie asphalialogy as a science, its relation toward other social and human 
sciences.  Establishing distinctions between the scientific areas and aca-
demic disciplines does not mean dissociation from the methodological and 
epistemological experiences of the other more developed sciences. As V. 
Milic writes, there are always different influences among separate sciences. 
One methodological solution in one science accelerates and stimulates the 
development of the other sciences. The case, for example, with the experi-
ment which has developed from the natural sciences did not only accelerate 
the scientific-research development and the technological development but 
it has strongly influenced on the development of the social sciences and 
the asphalialogy as a separate science. One of the tasks of the methodol-
ogy is still the purpose to help the general academic experience from all 
sciences which more rationally can be used for the development of a sepa-
rate science which in that way can adjust better to these specifc conditions 
and needs2. So far the revival of the conception of interdisciplinarity within 
asphalialogy has been more at the level of convergence i.e. interrelation 
between the other disciplines in the field of security with special emphasis 
on the features of each discipline in the process of research into their own 
concepts and understandings. Certainly this convergence is possible even 
if only for the fact that they share common term in the science.
If we analyse the academic literature deeper and concentrate on the prob-
lem with the interdisciplinarity in the science then we can notice clear con-
tradictions. Where can we such contradictions? Above all, they аre reflected 
in the contradictory orientations especially in the social and humanitarian 
sciences. On one hand, they present a thesis for interdisciplinarity, and on 
the other hand, the tendencies for further division still exist. This tendency 
is justified and defended with the thesis that specialization is a precondition 
for the academic work as well as for any other work. Upon this conception 
in the science have grown builders of models and calculators of parametres 
which predict or do not want to take into consideration the whole social and 
cultural context of the human behavior in the social processes. As a con-
sequence of this development of the interdisciplinary co-operation and the 
real achievement of some forms of integration is made difficult crucially3. 
Undoubtedly, the traditionally organized lectures at the universities contrib-
ute to this condition. There is almost no connection between the subject 
2 Vojin Milić: Sociološki metod, quote. work, p.183;
3 Ibidem… p.27;
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and the academic discipline at the universities. The disciplines which occur 
within the university tutorial realize their tasks mainly in isolation. As a result 
of this closure there is no validation of what is created in other disciplines.
Closely related with the conception of interdisciplinarity are marked the at-
tempts directed towards establishing the humanitarian sciences or the hu-
man sciences. This is concluded from Diltaj’s conception of the humanitar-
ian sciences formulated as counterpoise to the natural. He proved that the 
human (mental, social, historical) phenomena differ from the natural (physi-
cal, chemical, beheavioral). In the natural sciences they basically observe 
and explain externally whereas the human phenomena require interaction 
and explanation. Diltaj points out “we explain the nature, but people we 
have to understand”4. Different approaches are used by the humanitarian 
sciences when doing research about security especially when studying the 
sociological and philosophical dimensions of security etc. 
Another conception tends to synthesize and unite the contemporary ten-
dencies and discoveries in the biology, sociology, epistemology by explain-
ing that these perceptions make the academic foundation of security. The 
efforts of the interdisciplinary research are those with which most often with 
the help of the biological, social and philosophical studies the academic 
foundations of the security are created.   
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